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allegations ;l\de s- ^ L^'' 01 in Guiry into 

BEHALF 0? WILLIAM a UPP^ 1 r ~ -? HAKIER B^SIIR ON 
PROFESSIONAL OUALI^C-tiom^o- r' V "‘‘ NALIST ' AGA ™ST THE 
FORENSIC CHEMIST Dal,AiME A- GOLFER, CHIEF 

GODFREY' ISAAC AND THEODORE 'ciIART?'^ 0 RI'EI 
BY WILLIAM HARPER ?' WIDAVI * 

IN THE SIRHAN B S T vj T n? ?„ ERi ^ RS 3/ - DWAYNE W0LF2R 
KIRSaiKE CASES “ mS TESR *' JR - - AND JACK 



'HE 



directive of June 1 ! 7 19 7 l C °-Ji a<2 f? d tho3e ">attars ordered bv 7 - Jur 
Ganeral Manager of the PersLn-1 DeoarF - F°’ 3r ' 3 lett « to" the 
has necessarily included the' Gmplaint i971 ' end 

1971, by Theodore Charach and Godfrey Isaac! ’ June 25 - 

h? ^Mv^ hni . rUO ? 5 •PXoy.d by De'Jayna 

cases .•^falSorlr' 

procld^ef ^VengT^hF' °utai d5 -- 5S g Kbrx1°ss- aS ' ' 
t..«aj..engv.u m the accusations. 

. The investigation was reviewed bv tbe> i oc * , 

Auuorney; his investigative staff ann"? 3 ' A *^eles County, District- 
Ronald George from the Office of -th- Atto?^ J ttorn «^ General ’? 
Calnornia. r Attorney General, State of 

Angeles City Clerk^of f ic^^th*? 410 ? G rrocedures of the Los 
exhibits .by the Los Angeled County SSSd^ur??** 8t -° rag<! of court 

vas also-' institute^pertaining ° f State s «Preme Court 

stewing from this inquiry? 9 ot Te and handling of exhibits 

gaticns ara 1 whoilv C without t sub^^nc'o^o -het Mrs>. Blehr’s alle- 
Mr, DeWayne Holier: 0k “ ^ n '' G or i0u euafcion in that 

.. (1) did not violate the "precepts ■ as stated by Mr.,. Ei=hr . 

' 2! 0X tr* lm «*«*»*»• in the ’ • 

“ uarn ° -dentification and ballistics; and 




"E. M. Davis 
October 11, 1971 
" Page Ten 






j 

i *. 



S£& S-‘? in a Sirh«' a. 

SSTScSo Haipa - r ' s “Aground and S e xparienc^ =1C Th» * 

A. through J «*-“**«• 
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• , elusions, which KvrpSsed in^i* niS"**"* 8 and c 
h v questions' in the Sirh?n invasSigaJiS^' 

► * 

The ~-*- rst question raised by Mr. Hamer i = kkoi J, «. , 

. Page 2 of Exhibit "A". He refers 'to P ?L ^ beled 6 -A on 

■ /, draws inferences from physical evidence 

theories. Mr. Harper's basic premise that f hiS 

■V Senat ° f ^ 

looking slightly to his left U wh ,C *h d triai place the Senator 

. sss sfe 4 L i 

. , contrasted 23 iS 

: beLe^TJL^yeiitnt’s'acco^h 1 " f“^" d ° f Mr * "«P« 

, appears to stem from i,is ffii if ? ? the autopsy findings" 
-position of the Senator red si -C lnforma t:LOn regarding the ■ 

' s^uii: , HiS -««*• ^ bhi^rrLfpir^ftie aCkn ° a= ' 

* state^ol - fra 2 Zied 

■ a revolver in less than, half ..this. ,Wr^n«e -\C“ 

: the witnesses’ statements or the facts'presentedf' 6 With 
adva-nood by Mr] 

h "hat .penetrated the ceiling tile ^vas e?" g 395 ' 

"bete Sirhan 1 wis’ t obserVea G fiiLg h "- Thl {£ the steam .table:. 

•Sirhan’s apprehension. * (Addand^.ii/^iuef ftSfr, d “i nS 
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